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[3128-01] 
DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 


Office of Energy Conservation and Solar 
Application 


[10 CFR Part 430] 


ENERGY CONSERVATION PROGRAM FOR 
APPLIANCES 


Proposed Rulemaking and Public Hearing Re- 
garding the Sempling Requirements of Ap- 
pliance Test Procedures 


AGENCY: Department of Energy. 
ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: The Department of 
Energy proposes to amend its test pro- 
cedures for appliances in order to pre- 
scribe sampling provisions applicable 
to any appliance testing required 
under the Energy Policy and Conser- 
vation Act relating to representations 
respecting the energy consumption of, 
or cost of energy consumed by, appli- 
ances and relating to the labeling of 
appliances. The test procedures are a 
part of the energy conservation pro- 
gram for appliances established under 
the-Act and are intended to provide 
standard methods of determining 
energy consumption for appliances 
covered by the program. The Depart- 
ment of Energy will be working closely 
with the Federal Trade Commission in 
prescribing these sampling provisions. 


DATES: Comments by November 1, 
1978. Requests to speak by September 
19, 1978; hearing to commence on Oc- 
tober 10, 1978. ’ 


ADDRESSES: Comments, requests to 
speak at the hearing, and statements 
to: Christopher Keller, Presiding Offi- 
cer, Federal Trade Commission, Wash- 
ington, D.C. 20580. Hearing to be held 
at: 9 a.m., in Room 332 of the Federal 
Trade Commission, Pennsylvania 
Avenue at Sixth Street NW., Washing- 
ton, D.C. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


James A. Smith, Office of Consumer 
Products, Department of Energy, 
Room 2243, 20 #$Massachusetts 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 
20545, 202-376-4815. 

Jim Merna, Media Relations, 12th 
and Pennsylvania Avenue NW., 
Room 3104, Washington, D.C. 20461, 
202-566-9833. 

Robert Mussler, Office of the Gener- 
al Counsel, 12th and Pennsylvania 
Avenue NW., Room 7148, Washing- 
ton, D.C. 20461, 202-566-9750. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
A. BACKGROUND 


Title III, part B, of the Energy — 


Policy and Conservation Act (‘Act’) 
(42 U.S.C. 6291 et seq.) establishes an 
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energy conservation program for ap- 
pliances (“program’’). The program is 
designed to encourage manufacturers 
to produce, and consumers to pur- 
chase, significantly more energy effi- 
cient home appliances. The Act divides 
major responsibilities for accomplish- 
ing these goals between the Depart- 
ment of Energy (“DOE”) and the Fed- 
eral Trade Commission (“FTC’’). Sec- 
tion 323 of the Act directs DOE to de- 
velop the test procedures for the pro- 
gram. Section 324 directs FTC to pre- 
scribe appliance labeling rules which, 
through use of the infomation derived 
from performing the DOE test proce- 
dures, will provide consumers with in- 
formation regarding energy consump- 
tion which will be of assistance in 
making purchasing decisions. The 
FTC also has enforcement responsibil- 
ity with respect to the conformance of 
representations respecting energy con- 
sumption and energy costs with the re- 
quirements of section 323(c) of the 
Act. 

Section 323(b)(1) requires that the 
test procedures prescribed by DOE not 
be unduly burdensome to conduct. 
DOE has recognized that manufactur- 
ers cannot reasonably be required to 
test each individual unit which they 
produce. Therefore, DOE has pro- 
posed and promulgated test proce- 
dures for each type of appliance cov- 
ered by the program (sometimes re- 
ferred to as “covered product”) which 
include sampling provisions designed 
both to maximize the confidence with 
which test. results of units actually 
tested can be applied to similar units 
not tested and to minimize the testing 
burden on manufacturers. 

Since only the program aspect con- 
cerning representations subject to sec- 
tion 323(c) was operative at the time 
final test procedures were prescribed, 
DOE promulgated sampling provisions 
(10 CFR 430.24), applicable only to 
testing in connection with the repre- 
sentations subject to section 323(c). In 
so doing, DOE recognized the eventual 
necessity of amending the test proce- 
dures to prescribe sampling provisions 
for other aspects of the applicance 


program as those other aspects. 


became operative. 

On July 14, 1978, FTC issued pro- 
posed labeling rules for covered prod- 
ucts under section 324 (“Rules for 
Using Energy Cost and Consumption 
Information in Labeling and Advertis- 
ing of Consumer Appliances under the 
Energy Policy and Conservation Act,” 
43 FR 31806, July 21, 1978). To com- 
plete the test procedures upon which 
these FTC rules will be based, DOE is 
today proposing to amend its test pro- 
cedures by adding § 430.23 to specify 
sampling provisions which will be ap- 
plicable to both relevant program as- 
pects, i.e. labeling under section 324 of 
the Act and representations under sec- 


tion 323(c) of the Act. Accordingly, 
§ 430.24 is proposed to be deleted since 
its provisions are covered by the new 
§ 430.23, except that a still operative 
provision of § 430.24 relating to ranges 
and ovens is being moved to the ranges 
and ovens test procedure appendix 
where it more appropriately belongs. 


B. PROPOSED AMENDMENT 


The provisions proposed today are 
statistically identitical in substance to 
the sampling provisions already pro- 
mulgated at 10 CFR 430.24 applicable 
to testing in connection with represen- 
tations subject to section 323(c) of the 
Act. As described later in this notice, 
however, DOE is considering other 
sampling approaches and is interested 
in receiving comments on alternative 
methods of sampling. 

Proposed § 430.23 is intended to pro- 
vide an acceptable level of assurance 
that test results are applicable to all 
units of a basic model, without creat- 
ing an undue testing burden for manu- 
facturers. This sampling approach, de- 
scribed by “two-sided confidence 
limits,” places both upper and lower 
limits on the range or interval in 
which the true mean is likely to be 
found. The benefit of the two-sided 
method is to maximize the precision of 
any representations respecting energy 
consumption. Under this approach 
any represented value for energy con- 
sumption must, with a specified degree 
of certainty, fall within a specific 
range which includes the true mean. 


C. ALTERNATIVE METHOD 


One alternative sampling approach 
under consideration be DOE is de- 


scribed by “one-sided confidence 
limits.” The one-sided method places 
either an upper limit or a lower limit 
on the_range or interval in which the 
true mean is likely to be found. This 
method offers added flexibility by ai- 
lowing for the testing of fewer units 
and, therefore, reduced testing costs. 

The following provision pertaining 
to electric refrigerators and electric re- 
frigerator-freezers is representative of 
the provisions which might be pre- 
scribed if one-sided confidence limits 
were adopted. 


(1) When testing of any electric refrigera- 
tor or electric refrigerator-freezer is re- 
quired to comply with section 323(c) of the 
Act or to comply with rules prescribed 
under section 324 of the Act, the represent- 
ed value of any measure of energy consump- 
tion of a basic model which has been sam- 
pled and tested in accordance with this sub- 
part shall be, in the case of a measure of 
energy consumption for which consumers 
would favor lower values, no lower than the 
the adjusted sample mean, and, in the case 
of a measure of energy consumption for 
which consumers would favor higher values, 
no higher than the adjusted sample mean. 
The adjusted sample mean shall be deter- 
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mined in accordance with paragraph (2) of 
this section. 

(2) The adjusted sample mean shall be the 
value for which the following statement can 
be made. 

(i) For estimated annual operating cost, 
energy consumption, or other measure of 
énergy consumption for which consumers 
would favor lower values, there is 97% per- 
cent confidence that the true mean of such 
measure of the basic model is not greater 
than 110 percent of the adjusted sample 
mean. 

(ii) For energy factor, or other measure of 
energy consumption for which consumers 
would favor higher values, there is 97% per- 
cent confidence that the true mean of such 
measure of the basic model is not less than 
90 percent of the adjusted sample mean. 

(3) In no case shall the represented energy 
factor, or other measure of energy consump- 
tion for which consumers would favor 
higher values, be greater than the sample 
mean. In no case shall the represented value 
of estimated annual operating cost, energy 
consumption, or other measure of energy 
consumption for which consumers would 
favor lower values, be less than the sample 
mean of such measure. 


If the number of units tested is 
small, it is likely that the sampling 
provision will not be satisfied if the 
sample mean is used as the measure of 
energy consumption. In lieu if the 
sample mean, the adjusted sampled 
mean would be determined by statisti- 
cal methods such that the require- 
ments of paragraph 2(i) or 2(ii), as ap- 
propriate in the example above, are 
satisfied. An adjusted sample mean for 
a measure of efficiency would be less 
than the sample mean. An adjusted 
sample mean for energy consumption 
or estimated annual operation cost 
would be greater than the sample 
mean. Under this approach, if a manu- 
facturer believed that advertising the 
higher energy consumption, higher es- 
timated annual operating cost, or 
lower efficiency would place his prod- 
uct at a competitive disadvantage, he 
could test more units and probably 
arrive at more favorable energy con- 
sumption data. The manufacturer fur- 
ther has the option to use values for 
measures of energy consumption 
which consumers would consider less 
favorable as compared.to both the 
sample mean and the adjusted sample 
mean. 

In using either the one-sided or two- 
sided confidence limits, the number of 
units to be tested for any given basic 
model will be identical if the one-sided 
confidence limits are based on appro- 
priately higher confidence levels. Ac- 
cordingly, for electric refrigerators 
and electric refrigerator-freezers the 
contemplated one-sided confidence 
statement specifies 97% percent confi- 
dence whereas the two-sided confi- 
dence statement of § 43.024 specifies 
95 percent confidence. These distinct 
sampling plans will require the same 
number of units to be tested if the 
sample means are to be used for meas- 
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ures of energy consumption. The one- 
sided confidence limits, however, pro- 
vide manufacturers the option of test- 
ing fewer units and using adjusted 
measures of energy consumption 
which differ from the sample means. 

When applied to other consumer 
products covered by the appliance pro- 
gram, this alternative method of sam- 
pling might also specify 97% percent 
confidence levels wherever 95 percent 
confidence levels were specified in 
§ 430.24. Similarly, this alternative 
method may specify 95 percent confi- 
dence levels wherever 90 percent confi- 
dence levels. were specified in § 430.24. 
By constructing one-sided confidence 
limits in this manner, the number of 
units to be tested will be unchanged if 
the manufacturer uses sample means 
as measures of energy consumption. 

Documents entitled ‘Determining 
the Number of Units to be Tested for 
Sampling Methods Employing a Two- 
Sided Confidence Statement” and 
“Determining the Number of Units to 
be Tested for Sampling Methods Em- 
ploying a One-Sided Confidence State- 
ment” have been prepard by DOE to 
provide a detailed technical explana- 
tion of the sampling methods under 
consideration. Copies are available 
upon request by contacting James A. 
Smith, Office of Consumer Products, 
Department of Energy, Room 2243, 20 
Massachusetts Avenue NW., Washinge- 
ton, D.C. 20545, telephone 202-376- 
4815. 

In addition, DOE will hold a briefing 
on the sampling aspects of its appli- 
ance test procedures and related topics 
on September 18, 1978. This briefing 
will include methods of computing the 
number of units to be tested and a 
review of the types of information 
which would better enable DOE to re- 
solve any issues raised by the sampling 
proposal. Attendees will have an op- 
portunity to ask question of DOE rep- 
resentatives. 

The briefing will begin at 9 a.m., 
September 18, 1978, at 2000 M Street 
NW., Room 2105, Washington, D.C. 
20461. 


D. COMMENTS ON THE TESTING BURDEN 
AND THE RELIABILITY OF MEASURES OF 
ENERGY CONSUMPTION FOR ELECTRIC 
REFRIGERATORS, ELECTRIC REFRIGERA- 
TOR-FREEZERS AND FREEZERS 


On September 8, 1977, DOE pre- 
scribed test procedures for electric re- 
frigerators and electric refrigerator- 
freezers, and freezers (42 FR 46140, 
September 14, 1977). Those test proce- 
dures included the following provi- 
sions applicable to representations re- 
garding energy consumption: 


§ 430.24 Representations regarding meas- 
ures of energy Consumption. 

(a) Refrigerators and refrigerator-freezers. 

(1) Except as provided in paragraph (aX3) 

of this section, no manufacturer, distribu- 
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tor, retailer, or private labeler of electric re- 
frigerators or electric refrigerator-freezers 
may make any representation with respect 
to or based upon a measure or measures of 
energy consumption described in § 430.22(a) 
unless a sample of sufficient size of each 
basic model for which such representation is 
made has been tested in accordance with ap- 
plicable provisions of this subpart such that, 
for each such measure of energy consump- 
tion, there is 95 percent confidence that the 
true mean of such measures of the basic 
model lies within +10 percent of the mean 
of such measures of the sample. 


Section 430.24(b) established the 
same statistical sampling requirements 
for freezers. Following the prescrip- 
tion of these provisions, DOE received 
comments from industry groups stat- 
ing that the sampling requirements of 
§ 430.24 (a) and (b) render these test 
procedures unduly burdensome. 

Based on the information presently 
available, DOE has determined that 
the degree of burden imposed by the 
sampling requirements. that appeared 
in § 430.24 (a) and (b) merits further 
analysis. For this reason comments are 
specifically solicited to assist in DOE’s 
analysis of the need for modifying the 
sampling requirements, and to invite 
public participation in the identifica- 
tion of alternative sampling param- 
eters for these particular products. 
Supporting data, when possible, 
should accompany any comments sub- 
mitted. Comments are specifically re- 
quested on the following areas of in- 
terest: 

1. What period of time is needed to 
reach temperature equilibrium and 
perform the measurements required 
by section 3 of appendix Al to 10 CFR 
Part 430, Subpart B for each different 
setting of the temperature controls 
and antisweat heater switch? 

2. How many different settings of 
the temperature controls and antis- 
weat heater switch are necessary to 
test a unit of each basic model accord- 
ing to section 3 of appendix Al to 10 
CFR Part 430, Subpart B? 

3. For manufacturers submitting 
commenis, how many basic models do 
you currently produce? List the 
volume and type of defrost system for 
each basic model. 

4, How frequently are new basic 
models brought into production, in- 
cluding those resulting from modifica- 
tion of existing basic models? For 
manufacturers submitting comments, 
provide a listing and brief description 
of new basic models which you have 
introduced during the previous 3 
years, and those which you expect to 
introduce during the next 2 years. The 
description should relate volume, type 
of defrost system and energy consum- 
ing characteristics which distinguish 
the new basic model from earlier basic 
models. 

5. For manufacturers submitting 
comments, how many refrigerators 
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and refrigerator-freezers, and how 
many freezers, can the test facilities 
you use accommodate at any one time 
under the test conditions specified in 
the Federal test procedures? 

6. Under the Federal test procedures 
as prescribed, how many units of each 
basic model would be needed to satisfy 
each of the following sampling re- 
quirements: 


a. 95 percent confidence with +10 percent 
tolerance on the mean, 

b. 95 percent confidence with +20 percent 
tolerance on the mean, 

c. 90 percent confidence with +10 percent 
tolerance on the mean? 


For manufacturers submitting com- 
ments, what would be the cost of test- 
ing all your basic models using the 
Federal test procedures, under each of 
these sampling alternatives? Itemize 
and describe the methodology by 
which costs are determined. 

7. The test methodology contained 
in the Federal test procedures is iden- 
tical to the test methodology described 
in the Association of Home Appliance 
Manufacturers (AHAM) Standard 
HRF-2-ECFT. Are there any reasons 
why the data base previously gathered 
by manufacturers to support the 
AHAM certification program could not 
be used in fulfilling the sampling re- 
quirements of the Federal test proce- 
durers? If so, explain. 

8. To what extent do the Federal 
test procedures require additional test- 
ing compared to either the AHAM cer- 
tification program or manufacturers’ 
own testing programs? Describe any 
additional testing, the cost of such 
testing, and the methodology by 
which costs are determined. 


E. COMMENTS ON TESTING BURDEN AND 
THE RELIABILITY OF MEASURES OF 
ENERGY CONSUMPTION FOR COVERED 
Propucts OTHER THAN ELECTRIC RE- 
FRIGERATORS, ELECTRIC REFRIGERA- 
TOR-F'REEZERS, AND FREEZERS 


DOE is presently reviewing the need, 
if any, for modifying the sampling re- 
quirements to either lessen the testing 
burden or improve the accuracy of 
measures of energy consumption. 
“Comments will be considered which 
address the need for modifying the 
sampling requirements. Supporting 
data, when possible, should accompa- 
ny any comment submitted. 

Comments are specifically requested 
on: The time required to test one unit, 
the frequency of introducing new 
basic models, the number of units of 
each basic model which would be 
tested to satisfy sampling provisions 
empoying any modified sampling pa- 
rameters, the extent that existing test 
results can be used to fulfill the re- 
quirements of Federal programs, and 
the extent of testing beyond the level 
previously conducted to support pro- 
grams either administered by trade as- 
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sociations or conducted for manufac- 
turers’ own purposes. For manufactur- 
ers submitting comments, comments 
are specifically requested on: The 
number of basic models the com- 
menter currently produces, the 
energy-consuming characteristics or 
features that distinguish the com- 
menter’s basic models, the capacity of 
test facilities used by the commenter, 
and the cost of testing all the com- 
menter’s basic models (including an 
itemization and description of the 
methodology by which costs are deter- 
mined). 


F. PuBLic COMMENT AND HEARING 
PROCEDURES 


Interested persons are invited to par- 
ticipate in this rulemaking by submit- 
ting data, views, or arguments with re- 
spect to the proposed sampling provi- 
sions set forth in this notice to Chris- 
topher Keller, Presiding Officer, Fed- 
eral Trade Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20580. Comments should also ad- 
dress, if applicable or appropriate, any 
alternative sampling approaches, in- 
cluding the one discussed in paragraph 
C of this preamble. 

Because the FTC and DOE propos- 
als are interrelated, it is likely that 
may interested parties will wish to 
comment on both proposals. Conse- 
quently, for the convenience of these 
parties and in order to provide a com- 
prehensive basis for analyzing both 
proposals, FTC will receive all com- 
ments and will provide copies of all 
comments to DOE. 

The comment period for the DOE 
proposal will end after the comment 
period for the FTC proposal ends. 
Therefore, until the close of the FTC 
comment period, September 19, 1978, 
all comments should be identified on 
both the document and the envelope 
as “Consumer Appliances Rulemaking 
Comment.” After the close of the FTC 
comment period on September 19, 
1978, comments should be limited to 
the DOE proposal but should still be 
submitted to the FTC and identified 
as “Consumer Appliances Rulemaking 
Comment—Test Procedure Sampling.” 
All comments received by the FTC by 
(60 days from date of publication) an 
other relevant information will be con- 
sidered by DOE before final action is 
taken on the proposed regulation. All 
comments should be furnished when 
possible in five copies. 

Also, there will be a single public 
hearing on the two proposals, with 
commenters having an opportunity to 
comment on either or both of the pro- 
posals. The hearing will be conducted 
by the FTC, in accordance with the 
hearing procedures set out in the FTC 
proposals at 43 FR 31847-48, with ap- 
propriate DOE participation. 

The public hearing will commence at 
9 a.m. on October 10, 1978, in room 332 


of the Federal Trade Commission, 
Pennsylvania Avenue and Sixth Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 


G. ENVIRONMENTAL AND SIGNIFICANCE 
REVIEW 


As required by section 7(c)(2) of the 
FEA Act, a copy of this notice has 
been submitted to the Administrator 
of the Environmental Protection 
Agency for his comments concerning 
impact of this proposal on the quality 
of the environment. The Administra- 
tor has no comments. 

_ The National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969 requires DOE to assess the 
environment impacts of any proposal 
issued by the Department for “major 
Federal actions significantly affecting 
the quality of the human environ- 
ment.” Since test procedures under 
the energy conservation program for 
appliances will be used only to stand- 
ardize the measurement of energy 
usage and will not affect the quality or 
distribution of energy usage, DOE has 
determined that the action of prescrib- 
ing test procedures, by itself, will not 
result in any environmental impacts. 
On this basis, DOE has dete ed 
that, with respect to the prescribing 
test procedures under the energy con- 
servation program for appliances, no - 
environmental impact statement is re- 
quired. 

DOE recently published a proposal 
(43 FR 18634, May 1, 1978) for impli-' 
menting Executive Order 12044, “Im- 
proving Government Regulations.” 
Until such time as a final rule is 
issued, DOE is following this proposal 
in order to determine whether or not a 
proposed regulation is ‘“significant’’ 
within the meaning of the Executive 
order. 

In compliance with this proposal, 
DOE has determined that this pro- 
posed regulation to establish sampling 
requirements for appliance test proce- 
dures is significant since it will deter- 
mine the accuracy and reliability of 
appliance energy consumption infor- 
mation that will be provided to the 
public to assist them in making pur- 
chasing decisions. It has further been 
determined that this proposal is not 
likely to have a substantial effect on 
any of the goals of the national energy 
plan and is not likely to impose gross 
economic costs of $100 million per 
year, or cause a major increase in cost 
or prices: Consequently, this regula- 
tion will have no major economic im- 
pacts requiring a regulatory analysis. 


‘(Energy Policy and Conservation Act, Pub. 
L. 94-163, as amended by Pub. L. 94-385; 
Federal Energy Administration Act of 1974, 
Pub. L. 93-275, as amended by Pub. L. 94- 
385; Department of Energy Organization 
Act, Pub. L. 95-91; E.O. 12009, 42 FR 46267.) 


In consideration of the foregoing, it 
is proposed to amend Part 430 of 
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Chapter II of Title 10, Code of Federal 
Regulations, as set forth below. 

Issued in Washington, D.C., Septem- 
ber 5, 1978. 


WILLIAM P. Davis, 
Deputy Director 
of Administration. 


1. Part 430 of chapter II of title 10, 
Code of Federal Regulations, is 
amended by establishing a new 
§ 430.23, to read as follows: 


§ 430.23 Units to be tested. 


(a) When testing of a covered prod- 
uct is required to comply with section 
323(c) of the Act or to comply with 
rules prescribed under section 324 of 
the Act, a sample of sufficient size 
shall be tested to insure that: 

(1) For each basic model of electric 
refrigerators and electric refrigerator- 
freezers, there is 95-percent confidence 
that the true mean of any measure of 
energy consumption of such basic 


model lies within +10 percent of the 


mean of the sample. . 

(2) For each basic model of freezer, 
there is 95-percent confidence that the 
true mean of any measure of energy 
consumption of such basic model lies 
within +10 percent of the mean of the 
sample. 

(3) For each basic model of dish- 
washers, there is 95-percent confi- 
dence that the true mean of any meas- 
ure of energy consumption of such 
basic model lies within +5 percent of 
the mean of the sample. 

(4) For each basic model of clothes 
dryers, there is 95-percent confidence 
that the true mean of any measure of 
energy consumption of such basic 
model lies within +5 percent of the 
mean of the sample. 

(5) For each basic model of water 
heater, there is 90-percent confidence 
that the true mean of any measure of 
energy consumption of such basic 
model lies within +10 percent of the 
mean of the sample. 

(6) For each basic model of room air 
conditioners, there is 95-percent confi- 
dence that the true mean of any meas- 
ure of energy consumption of such 
basic model lies within +5 percent of 
the mean of the sample. 
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(7) For each basic model of vented 
home heating equipment (not includ- 
ing furnaces), there is 95-percent con- 
fidence that the true mean of any 
measure of energy consumption of 
such basic model lies within +5 per- 
cent of the mean of the sample. 

(8) For each basic model of unvented 
home heating equipment (not includ- 
ing furnaces), there is 95-percent con- 
fidence that the true mean of any 
measure of energy consumption _of 
such basic model lies within +7.5 per- 
cent of the mean of the sample. 

(9) For each basic model of televi- 


“sion sets, there is 95-percent confi- 


dence that the true mean of any meas- 
ure of energy consumption of such 
basic model lies with +5 percent of 
the mean of the sample. 

(10) For each basic model of kitchen 
ranges and ovens, there is 95-percent 
confidence that the true mean of any 
measure of energy consumption of 
such basic model lies within +5 per- 
cent of the mean of the sample. 

With respect to conventional ranges 
and microwave/conventional ranges, 
representations made with respect to, 
or based upon, measures of energy 
consumption described in § 430.22¢i) 
shall be derived from test results ob- 
tained from application of the test 
method of appendix I to this subpart 
to basic models of conventional cook- 
ing tops, conventional ovens and mi- 
crowave ovens which comprise the 
cooking appliance to which such rep- 
resentations apply. 

(11) For each basic model of clothes 
washers, there is 95-percent confi- 
dence that the true mean of any meas- 
ure of energy consumption of such 
basic model lies within +5 percent of 
the mean of the sample. 

(12) For each basic model of humidi- 
fiers, there is 95-percent confidence 
that the true mean of any measure of 
energy consumption of such basic 
model lies within +5 percent of the 
mean of the sample. 

(13) For each basic model of dehumi- 
difiers, there is 95-percent confidence 
that the true mean of any measure of 
energy consumption of such basic 
model lies within +10 percent of the 
mean of the sample. 
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(14) For each central air-conditioner 
condenser unit, (based on selected con- 
denser-evaporator-coil combination) 
there is a 90-percent confidence that 
the true mean of any measure of 
energy consumption of such condens- 
er-evaporator-coil combination lies 
within +5 percent of the mean of the 
sample. ; 

The condenser-evaporator-coil com- 
bination selected for test shall be that 
combination likely to have the largest 
volume of retail sales. For all other 
combinations of a particular condens- 
er and evaporator coils there shall be 
at least 90-percent confidence that the 
true mean of any measure of energy 
consumption lies with +5 percent of 
the mean of the sample even though 
actual testing is not performed. 

(15) For each basic model of fur- 
naces, there is 95-percent confidence 
that the true mean of any measure of 
energy consumption of such basic 
model lies within +5 percent of the 
mean of the sample. | 

(b) The value of any measure of 
energy consumption of a basic model 
which has been sampled and tested in 
accordance with this subpart shall be 
the sample mean obtained after satis- 
fying the requirements of paragraph 
(a) of this section. . 

(c) The sample selected for testing 
pursuant to paragraphs (a) of this sec- 
tion shall be comprised of units which 
are production units, or are represent- 
ative of production units, of the basic 
model being tested. 

2. In part 430 of chapter II of title 
10, Code of Federal Regulations, 
§ 430.24 is deleted and paragraph 
2.2.2.4 is added to appendix I to read 
as follows: ; 


2.2.2.4 Test gas. A basic model of a con- 
vertible cooking applicance appliance must 
be tested with natural gas, but may be 
tested with propane. Any basic model of a 
conventional range, conventional cooking 
top, and conventional oven which is de- 
signed to operate using only natural gas as 
the gas energy source must be tested with 
natural gas. Any basic model of a conven- 
tional range, conventional cooking top, and 
conventional oven which is designed to oper- 
ate using only LP gas as the gas energy 
source must be tested with propane gas. 


(FR Doc. 78-25267 Filed 9-7-78; 8:45 am] 
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